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Abstract. The band structure of Li2 B4 O7 (100) and Li2 B4 O7 (110) was experimentally determined using a
combination of angle-resolved photoemission and angle-resolved inverse photoemission spectroscopies. The
experimental band gap depends on crystallographic direction but exceeds 8.8 eV, while the bulk band gap
is believed to be in the vicinity of 9.8 eV, in qualitative agreement with expectations. The occupied bulk
band structure indicates relatively large values for the hole mass; with the hole mass as signiﬁcantly larger
than that of the electron mass derived from the unoccupied band structure. The Li2 B4 O7 (110) surface is
characterized by a very light mass image potential state and a surface state that falls within the band gap
of the projected bulk band structure.

1 Introduction
Lithium tetraborate is pyroelectric material, of space
group of I41 cd, and a rather complex tetragonal crystal
with 104 atoms per unit cell [1–6] with an appreciable pyroelectric coeﬃcient in the region of 100 K to 250 K [7–9].
While several band structure calculations exist [10,11],
there is no uniform consistency in the predicted band
structure. Recent density functional theory (DFT) band
structure calculations [10] suggest that the hole mass is
larger than the electron mass, that is to say that the dispersion of the valence bands is expected to be very small
compared to the band dispersion in the conduction bands.
There has been, however, no experimental conﬁrmation
of any of the key predictions of the calculated band structure, except the band gap [9,11–13] and some of the optical
properties [11].
The lithium borates have been considered as possible
solid state neutron detectors [14,15], an application where
eﬃcient charge collection is desirable. The pyroelectric
and piezoelectric properties of the lithium borates require
excellent dielectric properties in the crystals of Li2 B4 O7 ,
particularly along the polar [001] direction. This material has been measured to have undoped resistivities on
a
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the order of 1010 Ω cm [14] or more. This problem of very
high resistivities has been circumvented in semiconducting
boron carbides where ﬁlling impurity bands [16,17] appear
to lead to dramatic increases in carrier mobilities in materials with otherwise very large carrier eﬀective masses [17].
Thus semiconducting boron carbides do make eﬀective
solid state neutron detectors [18–25]. Similar alloying of
lithium tetraborate may also result in an eﬀective semiconductor. Although undoped lithium tetraborate has an
estimated large 6.2 to 9.3 eV band gap [9–12], the material
does possess advantages for solid state neutron detection if
suitably band engineered semiconductor device grade materials can be fabricated. Li2 B4 O7 has been enriched to
95 at% 6 Li and 97.3 at% 10 B from the natural 7.4 at% 6 Li
and 19 at% 10 B [15]. It has been shown that this material
can be doped [9,26,27], so impurity level band “engineering” of lithium tetraborate (Li2 B4 O7 ) should be possible.

2 Experimental
The Li2 B4 O7 single crystals were grown from the melt
by the Czochralski technique as described elsewhere [9,15]
and (110) and (100) crystals were cut with a miscut
of no more than 0.5◦ , as determined by X-ray diﬀraction. As noted at the outset, lithium tetraborate is a
tetragonal crystal [1–6], consisting of boron-oxygen complexes of planar trigonal BO3 and tetrahedral BO4 groups.

Article published by EDP Sciences
This document is a U.S. government work and
is not subject to copyright in the United States.

The European Physical Journal Applied Physics

Fig. 1. Schematic of both the Li2 B4 O7 (100) and Li2 B4 O7 (110)
surfaces investigated here, depicting the four directions used
in the band mapping studies and denoting the real space lattice but with the labels for the Brillouin zone critical points
included. The lattice parameters that characterize the surface unit cells have been determined to be a = 9.477 Å and
c = 10.286 Å [1–6], as schematically illustrated.

Lattice parameters that characterize the unit cell have
been determined to be a = 9.477 Å and c = 10.286 Å [5],
as schematically illustrated in Figure 1 for both the
Li2 B4 O7 (100) and Li2 B4 O7 (110) surfaces investigated
here.
While the X-ray diﬀraction shows that the crystals
were well oriented and single phase, point defects comprising of isolated oxygen vacancies, and to a smaller extent isolated lithium vacancies, with a very small trace of
Cu impurities were evident in electron paramagnetic resonance (EPR) and electron-nuclear double resonance (ENDOR), consistent with prior measurements [5,28]. These
isolated point defects, amounting to between 2 and 5 ppm
in total, were not suﬃcient to degrade our crystals. Clean
surfaces were prepared by several methods including resistive heating and combinations of sputtering and subsequent annealing. The electronic structure and stoichiometry were similar in all cases.
Both the occupied and unoccupied experimental band
structures were characterized by combined angle-resolved
ultraviolet photoemission spectroscopy (ARUPS) and
angle-resolved inverse photoemission spectroscopy (ARIPES) studies of the Li2 B4 O7 (100) and Li2 B4 O7 (110)
single crystal surfaces. The angle-resolved photoemission
experiments were performed using the 3 m toroidal grating monochromator (3 m TGM) beam line [29,30] at the
Center for Advanced Microstructures and Devices [31]
in an ultra high vacuum (UHV) chamber previously described [29,30], equipped with a hemispherical electron analyzer with an angular acceptance of ±1◦ , as described
elsewhere. The combined resolution of the electron energy analyzer and monochromator was 120–150 meV for
photon energies in the range of 50–120 eV. The photoemission experiments were undertaken with a light incidence angle of 45◦ with respect to the surface normal, unless stated otherwise. The photoelectrons were collected
at emission angles stated in terms of the surface normal.
For the light polarization dependent photoemission experiments the light incidence angles were varied, in order to
change the orientation of the E of the plane-polarized incident light, but the photo-electrons were collected along the
surface normal (Γ) to preserve the high point group sym-

metry. The angle-resolved photoemission measurements
were made at sample temperatures over a temperature
range from 250 K to 700 K [9,13,29,30,32].
The angle-resolved (wave vector or k-resolved) inverse
photoemission spectra were also taken to determine the
unoccupied band structure [33–35]. The angle-resolved inverse photoemission spectra were obtained by using variable energy electrons incident at diﬀerent angles with respect to the sample surface normal, while measuring the
emitted photons at a ﬁxed energy (9.7 eV) using a GeigerMüller detector with an instrumental linewidth of about
400 meV [36,37]. The inverse photoemission spectra were
taken with sample temperatures of 300 to 350 K, as there
was much less surface charging evident in inverse photoemission compared with the photoemission experiments.
The preponderance of the angle-resolved photoemission data was gathered at 623 ± 5 K. There was considerable photovoltaic charging below 620 K in the photoemission spectra [9,13], as expected because the lithium
tetraborate crystals are dielectrics. At temperatures above
620 K, the surface photovoltaic charging eﬀects were negligible [13] and the charges within the crystal, including
the trapped charges, exhibit increased mobility [9].
The reference of the observed binding energies to
the Fermi level for Li2 B4 O7 (110), and Li2 B4 O7 (100), as
done here, diﬀers from the sometimes common practice
of assigning binding energies with respect to the valence
band maximum for lithium borate [10]. Prior studies of
lithium tetraborate also have assigned their binding energies with respect to the chemical potential or Fermi
level [9,12,13,38]. We chose this latter convention for these
investigations, i.e. choosing the Fermi level as a reference,
and citing binding energies in terms of E-EF . Checks
to the placement of the Fermi level in both the angleresolved photoemission and inverse photoemission experiments were performed using tantalum ﬁlms in electrical
contact with the samples [9,12,32]. Surface charging eﬀects
in the photoemission experiments were also taken into account by using the Li1s and O2s shallow core levels as a
reference [12,13].

3 The valence to conduction band gaps
of Li2 B4 O7 (110) and Li2 B4 O7 (100)
Both Li2 B4 O7 (100) and Li2 B4 O7 (110) exhibit a density of states that qualitatively agrees with the results from model bulk band structure calculations for
Li2 B4 O7 [10,11], as seen in Figure 2. For Li2 B4 O7 (100) the
band gaps obtained from combined photoemission and inverse photoemission are 10.1±0.5 eV and 8.9±0.5 eV with
the in-plane component of E aligned along the [011] and
[010] direction, respectively. For Li2 B4 O7 (110), the band
gaps are 9.8 ± 0.5 eV in both the [001] and [110] direction. In general, the combined photoemission and inverse
photoemission measure the direct band gap, but as ﬁnal state spectroscopies. Consequently, perfect agreement
with a ground state calculation, such as density functional
theory, is generally not possible and unlikely; although the
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Fig. 2. A comparison of the combined experimental photoemission (left) and inverse photoemission (right) data, in E-EF ,
with theoretical expectations. The theoretical density of the
bulk band states of crystalline Li2 B4 O7 (a) obtained by the
LDA PW1PW is adapted from Islam et al. [10]. The combined
experimental photoemission (left) and inverse photoemission
(right) data for Li2 B4 O7 (100), with the in-plane component of
the incident light E for photoemission oriented along (b) [011]
and (c) [010] are shown along with the data for Li2 B4 O7 (110)
with the in-plane component of the incident light E for photoemission oriented along (d) [001] and (e) [110]. For the photoemission, the photon energy is 56 eV and the synchrotron light
is incident at 45 degrees with respect to the surface normal.
The electrons were either collected along the surface normal
(photoemission) or incident along the surface normal (inverse
photoemission).

Fig. 3. The light polarization dependent photoemission spectra for the (a), (b) Li2 B4 O7 (110) and (c), (d) Li2 B4 O7 (100)
surfaces. The in-plane component of the incident light E for
photoemission from Li2 B4 O7 (110) oriented along (a) [001] or
(b)[110]. For Li2 B4 O7 (100), the incident light E for photoemission was oriented along [011] (c) or [010] (d). The orientation
of light incidence angle was either 70 degrees {-Δ − Δ − Δ-}
or 45 degrees {——} with respect to surface normal and the
spectra were taken with a photon energy of 70 eV with the
photoelectrons collected along the surface normal. The (S) denotes a surface state. The occupied state binding energies are
given in terms of E-EF .

the Li2 B4 O7 (100) surface. There exists data to support
both of these contentions.

4 Surface states within the gap of the
projected bulk band structure
agreement as seen here between experiment and the prior
band structure calculations [10] is generally quite good.
The Fermi level is placed slightly closer to the conduction band edge in the combined experimental photoemission and inverse photoemission spectra, as seen in
Figure 2. This indicates that both the Li2 B4 O7 (100) and
Li2 B4 O7 (110) surfaces are n-type, although (100) is more
n-type than (110). While we have not measured the majority carrier, the Fermi level placement is consistent with
the known bulk properties where the majority of defects
seen in these Li2 B4 O7 (100) and Li2 B4 O7 (110) were oxygen vacancies.
It is evident in the combined experimental photoemission and inverse photoemission studies (Fig. 2) that
there are diﬀerences between the band gap values, in particular for Li2 B4 O7 (100) with in-plane component of E
preferentially aligned along the [010] versus [011] directions. Inverse photoemission tends to be much more surface sensitive than photoemission. The observed placement of the conduction band edge closer to the Fermi
level with the photon collection direction along one speciﬁc crystallographic direction does suggest surface states
of preferential symmetry or selected oxygen vacancies at

In general, there is little light polarization dependence observed in the photoemission spectra taken for both the
Li2 B4 O7 (100) and Li2 B4 O7 (110) surfaces. As seen in Figures 3a and 3b, the light polarization dependent photoemission in the valence band region of the Li2 B4 O7 (110)
surface exhibits few diﬀerences between a light incidence
angle of 70◦ , placing the electric vector E more along the
surface normal and a light incidence angle of 45◦ . Yet with
a light incidence angle of 70◦ , there is a small density of
states within the gap placed close to the Fermi level, as
seen in Figures 3a and 3b. This region, with the presence
of surface states located within the bulk band gap and
below EF , has been marked by an “S” in Figure 3, and
has been enhanced in Figure 4.
As these Li2 B4 O7 (110) surface states fall into the gap
of the projected bulk band structure (Fig. 2a) [10], we
can initially conclude that these observed occupied states
are in fact true surface states. The observed intensities of
these surface states in photoemission are clearly aﬀected
by light polarization (Figs. 3a and 3b) and these surface
states are likely of s or pz character (with z along the
surface normal), given that they are enhanced with incident light where the electric vector E is more along the
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Fig. 4. Angle resolved photoemission spectrum (ARPES) (—)
for the Li2 B4 O7 (110) surface illustrating the presence of an
occupied surface state within the gap of the projected bulk
band structure (- - -) that does not include contributions from
the valence band maximum or background. The spectrum was
taken at a photon energy of 56 eV, with a light incidence angle
of 70 degrees with respect to sample surface normal and the
in-plane component of the incident light E oriented along the
[001] direction. The occupied state binding energies are given
in terms of E-EF .

surface normal. Certainly for the Li2 B4 O7 (110) surface,
the possibility of surface states must be given serious consideration as a Li1s surface to bulk core level shift has
been observed for this surface [12]. The presence of surface states for semiconductors and insulators is certainly
not new [39,40], but these are the ﬁrst examples reported
for Li2 B4 O7 (110). For the Li2 B4 O7 (100) surface, the absence of such states within the gap between the valence
band edge and the Fermi level (Figs. 2b, 2c, 3c and 3d),
in the vicinity of the Fermi level, along with a decrease
in the conduction band minimum, with the photons collected along [010] (Fig. 2c), is consistent with some types
of defects at this surface.
For the Li2 B4 O7 (100), there is enhancement of the valence band photoemission intensities where the incident
photon electric vector E is more along the surface normal
and in-plane component of the incident light E is oriented
along the [010] direction (Fig. 3d). It is this surface and
crystallographic orientation where the conduction band
edge is placed closest to the Fermi level in inverse photoemission (Fig. 2c), as just noted. Both the light polarization
dependence and the conduction band edge placement for
this orientation of the Li2 B4 O7 (100) surface could be explained by an increased number of oxygen vacancies. The
loss of surface oxygen coordinated by O2px orbitals, with
x in-plane and using the surface lattice notation of Figure 1, would lead to a more polar Li2 B4 O7 (100) surface.
Both the Li2 B4 O7 (100) and Li2 B4 O7 (110) surfaces are
orthogonal to the polar and pyroelectric [001] direction of
Li2 B4 O7 [7–9], and are not, a priori, hugely polar surfaces which generally are unstable against surface reconstructions. This makes surface defects an even more likely

Fig. 5. The relative peak intensity near the valence band maximum (−6.7 ± 0.2 eV, E-EF ) versus photon energy depicting
resonance for the Li2 B4 O7 (110) surface. For all spectra, the
in-plane component of the incident light E is oriented along
[001], the light incidence angle was 45 degrees, and the photoelectrons were collected along the surface normal. Data was
abstracted from a sequence of photoemission spectra such as
those shown in Figure 6.

cause of the light polarization dependent photoemission
observed for the Li2 B4 O7 (100) surface, with the in-plane
component of the incident photon E aligned along [010]
or perpendicular to the polar direction [001]. The resulting photoemission from the Li2 B4 O7 (100) loses any even
symmetry mirror plane in the photoemission symmetry
selection rules [33,41–43]. It is also telling that the image
states [44], discussed below, seen for the Li2 B4 O7 (110)
surface, are not observed for the Li2 B4 O7 (100) surface.
This observation of image states for the (110) surface but
not the (100) surface is consistent with a greater defect
density at the Li2 B4 O7 (100) surface.
In spite of the partial density of states calculated in
the local density approximation [10], there is resonant enhancement of the valence band maximum at a photon energy roughly corresponding to the Li1s core threshold of
about 55 to 56 eV [12], as seen in Figure 5. This indicates that there is a hybridized lithium contribution at
the valence band maximum. This particular feature can
be reasonably explained as an Auger electron or CosterKronig process of a Li1s electron photoexcitation to unoccupied 2p conduction band state, followed by resonant
photoemission leaving the same ﬁnal state as direct photoemission from the states at the valence band maximum.
Such a lithium contribution, indicated by the resonant enhancement of the valence band maximum in photoemission at the lithium 1s core edge, along with boron weight
added to the valence band maximum, could contribute
to a more polar (100) surface in the presence of surface
oxygen vacancies. The lithium atoms are localized at the
interstices along the longitudinal axis of the crystal lattice [1–6,25,38], so this would not be entirely unexpected.
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Fig. 6. The photon energy dependent photoemission spectra
for both the (a) Li2 B4 O7 (110) and (b) Li2 B4 O7 (100) surfaces.
The binding energy of occupied valence band features appears
to vary little with changing photon energy. Results for (a)
Li2 B4 O7 (110), with the in-plane component of the incident
light E oriented along [110], and for (b) Li2 B4 O7 (100), with
the in-plane component of the incident light E oriented along
[010]. The light incidence angle was 45 degrees, and the photoelectrons were collected along the surface normal. The occupied
state binding energies are given in terms of E-EF .

5 The electronic bulk band structure
The general prediction that the hole mass should be far
greater than the electron mass, based on the calculated
band structure, is supported by the experimental band
mappings of the Li2 B4 O7 (100) and Li2 B4 O7 (110) surfaces. There is no evidence for dispersion, or wave vector
dependent changes in binding energy, with either photon
energy or emission angle for the ﬁlled states, as seen in
Figure 6 and Figure 7, respectively. Bulk band structure
eﬀects should be evident in the photon energy dependent
photoemission spectra. While the perpendicular component of the crystal wave vector (k⊥ ) is not conserved across
the solid vacuum interface, there should be wave vector
dependence nonetheless [41–43]:


 1/2
2m 
2
k⊥ =
E
(cos(θ))
+
U
(1)
Kin
0
2
where U0 is the inner potential or roughly the occupied
band width. No such wave vector dependence is observed
in the photon energy dependent photoemission spectra,
as illustrated in Figure 6 for both the Li2 B4 O7 (100) and
Li2 B4 O7 (110) surfaces.
Similarly, the parallel momentum (k|| ) can be derived as follows from the photoelectron kinetic energy and
the emission angle (θ) with respect to the surface normal [41–43]:


2m
k|| =
EKin sin(θ) = 0.51198 EKin {eV}
2

 −1
. (2)
× sin(θ) Å

Fig. 7. The emission angle dependent photoemission spectra
for the Li2 B4 O7 (110) taken with increasing (emission angle)
wave vector along the [110] direction. The light incidence angle
was 45 degrees and the spectra were taken at a photon energy
of 56 eV. The occupied state binding energies are given in terms
of E-EF .

Again, both the Li2 B4 O7 (110) and Li2 B4 O7 (100) surfaces
exhibit equally little valence band dispersion, with wave
vector (k|| ) parallel to either surface along the high symmetry directions of the surface Brillouin zones for each
surface. This is illustrated for the Li2 B4 O7 (110) surface,
by the emission angle dependent photoemission spectra
shown in Figure 7.
Periodic wave vector dependence of shallow core levels have been observed for oxides with large real space
unit cells, and thus small Brillouin zones, as in the case
of monoclinic Gd2 O3 (–402) [32]. The absence of any such
dispersion suggests that the occupied states for both the
Li2 B4 O7 (110) and Li2 B4 O7 (100) surfaces are very heavy
mass. From the absence of dispersion in the photoemission data (Figs. 6 and 7), we can assign a lower bound to
the hole eﬀective mass of about 10 [m∗ /me ]. This lower
bound is limited by the feature widths in photoemission,
and the limited wave vector and energy resolution.
The absence of dispersion with photon energy is often
attributed to conservation of two dimensionality of state,
that is to say a surface state. We do not believe that this
is the case here as these occupied states, aside from the
surface state identiﬁed above, do not fall into a gap of
the projected band structure and indeed are heavy mass
states that simply do not disperse very much. Nor can
the problem with the dispersion be related to disorder at
the surface: the inverse photoemission exhibits band dispersion consistent with the surface Brillouin zone. Very
heavy hole or occupied band state masses for both the
Li2 B4 O7 (110) and Li2 B4 O7 (100) crystallographic orientations are consistent with the DFT [10] and LDA [11] band
structure calculations.
In contrast to the results garnered from the
angle-resolved photoemission, dispersion is evident in
empty states observed in the angle-resolved inverse

31601-p5

The European Physical Journal Applied Physics

Fig. 8. The incidence angle dependent inverse photoemission
spectra for the Li2 B4 O7 (110) with increasing incidence angle
(wave vector) along the [110] direction. The image state wave
vector dependent (incidence angle) dispersion (see text) is indicated by the arrows. The unoccupied state binding energies
are given in terms of E-EF .

Fig. 9. The unoccupied state binding energies versus the surface parallel wave vector are mapped for the Li2 B4 O7 (110)
along the [110] direction. The surface Brillouin zone critical
points are denoted at top.

photoemission results, obtained as a function of electron
incidence angle (θ), as seen in Figure 8. Using the incident electron kinetic energy and equation (2) [33,44], an
experimental unoccupied state band dispersion has been
mapped, as shown in Figure 9. Despite of the much lower
resolution of inverse photoemission, one is able to observe

Fig. 10. dE/dk|| versus k|| of unoccupied states for
(a) Li2 B4 O7 (100) LUMO oriented along [011] and the
Li2 B4 O7 (110) image state oriented along [110], in the reduced
Brillouin zone scheme, extracted from inverse photoemission.

dispersion of the bands at the conduction band minimum, as shown in Figures 8 and 9. The periodicity of
the dispersion, of the states at the conduction band minimum, is consistent with the expected Brillouin zone of the
Li2 B4 O7 (110) surface, as plotted in Figure 9, along both
the [001] and [110] directions. Again, this could be related
to the surface electronic structure, particularly as inverse
photoemission is notoriously surface sensitive, but these
states do not fall into a gap of the projected bulk band
structure.
The trend of the dispersion of the states at the conduction band minimum, towards the Fermi level with increasing wave vector away from the center of the surface
Brillouin zone, is qualitatively the opposite of the DFT
calculation [10]. Although the LDA calculation of Adamiv
and coworkers [11] provides a much smaller band gap than
observed in the combined photoemission and inverse photoemission, the trend of the dispersion towards the Fermi
level with increasing wave vector away from the center of
the surface Brillouin zone seen is consistent with experiment. We can make an estimate of the electron eﬀective
masses for the unoccupied Li2 B4 O7 (110) states near the
conduction band minimum to be in the region of −0.15 ±
0.1 [m∗ /me ], as indicated in Figure 10. For Li2 B4 O7 (100)
states near the conduction band minimum, the eﬀective
mass is also in the region of −0.15 ± 0.1 [m∗ /me ].
A nearly parabolic lighter mass band is also seen to disperse independent of the surface Brillouin zone, as shown
in Figures 8 and 9, again along both the along [001] and
[110] directions. This latter very lighter mass band observed for the Li2 B4 O7 (110) surface, along both the along
[001] and [110] directions of the surface Brillouin zone, at
binding energies (E-EF ) well above the Fermi level is an
image state, as discussed below. In fact, there was no image potential state observed for the Li2 B4 O7 (100) surface.
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6 The image state at the Li2 B4 O7 (110)
surface
Image states are characteristic of clean, ﬂat, largely defect free surfaces. The absence of any image states for
the Li2 B4 O7 (100) surface is consistent with the presence
of defects at this surface; defects which are very likely
surface oxygen vacancies, as has been noted above. The
presence of an image state for the Li2 B4 O7 (110) surface
(Figs. 8 and 9), indicates that this surface is largely defect
free with a very ﬂat surface potential. We note that the
Li2 B4 O7 (110) surface image state dispersion is not periodic in nature and, in fact, is seen to be simply parabolic
both the [001] and [110] directions of the surface Brillouin
zone. The surface potential of the Li2 B4 O7 (110) surface
must be so ﬂat that the image state is not perturbed by
the surface crystallography, and disperses almost independently of the surface Brillouin zone (Figs. 8 and 9).
While, as we noted above, the Li2 B4 O7 (110) surface is
distinguished by a surface state within a gap of the projected bulk band structure (Figs. 3 and 4), this surface
also exhibits very little light polarization dependence of
the bulk valence band states (Fig. 3). As has been determined previously, this same surface is also characterized
by an oﬀ-axis pyroelectric eﬀect [9]. Both eﬀects may combine to reduce the surface potential variations leading to
a parabolic image potential state. What is also evident
is that the image state for the Li2 B4 O7 (110) surface possesses a very light eﬀective mass of m∗ /me = 0.06 ± 0.02.
Such a light mass state might well reside well above the
surface potential and show little scattering with the surface lattice.

7 Summary
We ﬁnd from combined photoemission and inverse photoemission studies that the bulk band gap for both the
Li2 B4 O7 (110) and Li2 B4 O7 (100) surfaces is in the vicinity
of 8.9 to 10.1 eV, but generally between 9.8 and 10.1 eV.
These values are qualitatively similar to DFT/LDA
ground state models [10]. Both the Li2 B4 O7 (110) and
Li2 B4 O7 (100) surfaces are n-type, consistent with oxygen
vacancies, although (100) is more n-type than (110), possibly due to a higher concentration of oxygen vacancies
at the (100) surface. Consistent with recent band structure calculations [10,11], the occupied states show much
less dispersion than the unoccupied states with an eﬀective mass in the region of −0.15 ± 0.1 [m∗ /me ]. The dispersion of the states near the conduction band minimum
shows qualitative agreement with one band structure calculation for this material [11] but not the other [10]. From
our results, clear, periodic dispersion is observed in the
unoccupied states.
In addition, there is an image state for the
Li2 B4 O7 (110) surface with a very light eﬀective mass of
m∗ /me = 0.06 ± 0.02. This is a very surprising result suggesting that well ordered compositionally uniform surfaces
of Li2 B4 O7 (110) are possible.
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